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Abstract: The detection of naval targets is a key area of research interest in the field of remote sensing im-
age processing and pattern recognition. Moreover, the automatic detection of naval targets is crucial to
both civil and military applications. In this study, we discuss and analyze the advantages and disadvantages
of typical deep-learning-based target-detection algorithms, compare and summarize them, and summarize
state-of-the-art deep-learning-based ship target detection methods. We also provide a detailed introduction
to five aspects of state-of-the-art ship target detection methods, including multi-scale detection, multi-an-
gle detection, small target detection, model light-weighting, and large-format wide remote sensing imag-
ing. We also introduce the common evaluation criteria of ship target recognition algorithms and existing
ship image datasets, and discuss the current problems faced by ship target detection algorithms using re-
mote sensing images and future development trends in the field.
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Fig.1 Development process of target detection algorithms
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(1)R-CNN
Girshick £ i 9 X 3 %5 £ #f 28 % 4% (Region
Convolutional Neural Networks, R-CNN)"" 4 %
K FH 2 # E$8 2 (Selective Search, SS) 53k HL
Al REAL S H bR G X 8 AR S B I X e
JST % — 30U % A CNN AlexNet # #2 BURFAE ;

PR 2 IBCAY 4 A ) S R R S8 0 3 HE 1) A AL
(Support Vector Machine, SVM) 43 25 45 #E171 —
o338 HIR H AR e B )R Tz s i Ja M B2 281
H br HE S 17 85 4 8 45 21 T 0 o 6 1) i BHE Ak
B o G v DL 2

R-CNN 5352 — YO 6 BUR 22 [ 45 H
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Challenge 2012) % 48 57 I 19 3 5 °F 5 8 B2
(mean Average Precision, mAP)ik %] T 53.3%,
M Z T g R4 w1 300 KL B HiZH
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Fig.2 R-CNN detection process
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(2)SPPNet

75 0] 4 7 8% Ak )2 (Spatial Pyramid Pool-
ing, SPP) " — i B 45 43 Sk T A R 19 B &
e, xh B BBy FE AR A7 Bl G A5 B 2 ROBE FEAE .
SPPNet fE 42 HOAN [7] )USF f) g A A2 RS — X
HYRFAE I, ] 28 25 R a0 1 3 T 7w

3 SPPNet % &5t
Fig.3 SPPNet network structure
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(3)Fast RCNN

Fast R-CNN" 0] LL[A] B I 25 43 26 2% A i A
[l )9 2% o Fast R-CNN & 5l SS %k A= il f
X R AL R A = VGG-16 (Visual
Geometry Group Network) "2 BUHRR 1 | 15 5] J&%
24 IX 35 (Region of Interest, ROT) ; F7£ ROT I
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Fig.4 Fast R-CNN structure

Fast R-CNN Il 4 VGG-16 W 2% 1) 34 £ 1 R-
CNN P95, I 2 B PR 213 /%, 75 VOC2012 48
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(4)Faster RCNN

Faster R-CNN" ] X ## i% £ I’ 4% (Region
Proposal Networks, RPN) HUfG SS 55 2 A= il fe &
HE , 25 7 K BE . Faster R-CNN B 566 #14%
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&5 Faster R-CNN Z2#4
Fig.5 Faster R-CNN structure
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(1)YOLO

YOLO (You Only Look Once) "™ & ¥4 H
T A I 7 A — A (8] ) ) 70, ) FH o 5K LR AR S 1)
A AL 5 — A CNN, gt AT DLAS 31 3 B AE
B A S BT B 1 2 . YOLO ¥ iy A BIHZRF-
BRI R SXS A MAE , dn SR — AP AR i e U
TEH— A A IR 2 32 A B 33 A T 3% 0 44
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448X 448 1y B & H 2 K WK B AR, TE
VOC2012 ¥4 4 iy mAP(EAX R 57. 9% , 1 L
XoF 7N E A 00 255 5 25

(2)SSD

SSD (Single Shot MultiBox Detector) "*' [F]
5% T YOLO () [a] 15 JE A8 fl Faster R-CNN [
BEHLE, L VGG-16 7E R 3 1 R AIE £ B0 2%, 78
VGG-16 Z G im 7 LA U2, Rl K Z Rk
5 2R IE S 2 ROBE AR, I 4% 45 4 dn 8] 7 e
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il (Non-Maximum Suppression, NMS) J5 fi
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mAP {H 5 % 74. 3%, HEREIE T Faster R-CNN,
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E6 YOLO M #4544
Fig. 6 YOLO structure

(3)YOLOV2

YOLOv2" 4t X%} YOLO A [A] 3 F1 2 {7 K 2
J7 T FAS JE SE AT 2Rk, A I R . YOLOv2
fd F Darknet-19 15 24 FRAE 4 R 25, 7T i A £ Fil

R0 ER B2 48 UG B8t B2 b5 e 1k (Batch
Normalization, BN) i#f 47 i &b 3 ; I R 4= % 42 )2
SEAT S 5 AE ke i i FAE A AR, O 1 ] K-
means 27 A5 B RAE 19 RS i@ wom
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Fig.7 SSD structure

TLIE 2, 40 05 43 R 00 1 2 RR AR O 2 B A R
B TR 2 R AR I i R AT fl B 2 IR BE R AR 32 5
e I A% L A 416X 416 /N 5 ) B 2
13X 13X NI MEE , N=(class num—+4-+1) X
anchor_num; H 1 class num b 508 45 o B Fr 2%
HECH ,anchor_num ZSEEHEEH .

TE 67 Wi/ F0 i b B33 BE T £ %F 416 X416 1Y
B A EA%R , YOLOv2 £ VOC2007 % 95 4 1
mAP {8 4 & & 76. 8%, & MK B Ak B #48 T
SSD Fl Faster R-CNN. {H 2 T YOLOv2 [ £
A — 5 4 32, e = 3 22 RO B SCfF B
BRI, 67N A A G 0 280 R A 2%

(4)YOLOV3

YOLOvV3™ 3 T FE i £ B 45 ok F o I 2
i) Darknet-53, Fl| F 45 1F 4 5 3 W 2% 25 #4 (Fea-
ture Pyramid Network, FPN) #F 17 45 iF @l 5 52 8
T 3 REER AR, 8 22 48 ML F A8 softmax i
T2 hR2 5325 . YOLOVS 1 3 Ji 52 i 8 14 [ it
PRAIE TS0 7 o 1 1

i A AR R SR 320X 320 IF, YOLOvV3 1E
COCO %t ¥ &£ I 19 7 %K B (Average Preci-
sion, AP)k 28.2% , B iliz 47 B [A] 24 22 ms, 5
SSD ¥ R AR B T = 4%, {H YOLOv3ffi
JH ¥4 77 1% 22 (Mean Squared Error, MSE) 1k b i1
S HE ] 05 45 2K oR B, A5 AR 9 5 067 I ARG HE

(5)YOLOv4

YOLOv4 ™ &5 435 4F % CNN el 75 19 11k
XS YOLOv3 #4780 #E . YOLOvV4 i £ T 5
HE 2 B R 48 2l CSPDarknet53, fdf F Mish 38 1 B4
#, K F SPP %48 B A PANet 1 o Jin i 5 1F $2

B 2 W R AR HE AT Rl ok 32 FHRRAE B S 19 2 4
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i 4b ¥ )7 i 51 AT Mosaic B 5 1 3% | cmBN
(Cross mini-Batch Normalization) #1 H XF 37t I 2
(Self-Adversarial Training, SAT) . 7& 70l fr B
YOLOvV4 % il CIOU (Complete-IOU) % MSE
VE Ry i1 FERE A0 pRBICER &5 T 0N B IR B R
e K AE A # (Non Maximum Suppression, NMS)
#i i DIOU_NMS (Distance-IOU_NMS) , j## %
AFAB ARG 0 s 0 U A o

L 65 1/ Fb i 3 2 A4b B 608 X 608 H it A I
%, YOLOv4 £ COCO %t ¥ 4 £ /) AP H N
43.5% , SEPL T R I B 50K B S A

(6)YOLOV5

YOLOvVS " 7 i A %ty F] ] Mosaic 54 4 3 5%
SR 4 R /N B AR R I R U Rt B shi S A
P2 0 W0 b B AE TR I R i ik e — RF . &
T % F Foucs &5 ¥4 #il CSP 45 # , Foucs 4% ¥4 ) F
I 1 J0 o A 0 1 o3 9 R R AE B R 4 S 24
I 53 B R R AE B J5 PR AT PR 4 )5 AT 45 AU 2
iy Y RRAE ), Fouces 1 LS/ 2 5hr 32 T4 46 00
B %R 0 FPN A PAN 47 8 4E Gl , 348
FH A % CSPNet ¥ 1Y CSP2 45 ¥ ok 48 85 3 1 %
FER T st 3590350 149 48 A il 45 68 T o U B B YO-
LOvV5 R H GIOU i & fl DIOU_NMS,

YOLOvS 345 4 Ff [ 4% 25 #5 - YOLOvb5s,
YOLOv5m, YOLOvVSI 1 YOLOvV5x, Bifi & M 28 1R
JEE R S W7 3G R B R B b T R B R R
L 50 /#0132 BE AL B 640X 640 1Y i A IR
YOLOv5x 7E COCO %#la % -1y AP A 55% &
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Anchor-Based H £ I 5 32 42 48 11 5 %
F14) i EE A 0% 000 235 SR A N A B X T A 1Y R
N BCEE R S L S w ORI AE £ 75 A
I 25 1) PR AR 22 i 2 15 e R K EE
Az WA Al AE S8 H L 3E T T — A BULAS R E 1Y %
S0 YRR S b R B AR RST FR IR SRR
S5 R B A BOR 2= F it T E R E R
JE K b DL IE R Y B AR I B AR . Dy TR
e H A5 Y FLSEHE 9 26 25 2E K it A B AE , I 2k
BF R 43 b A0 o SRR A IR gt 23 38 G E Bk
EN NS R Tl P TN R7 A = 7 =S B U i |
FEN Gt B, W 4% 25 31 580 0 S AE R BT A i HE 1Y
22 I It (Intersection over Union, IOU) 3¢ i & JH
TR S H bR By A AE L 3X 2s 5 TR = B N AE
TH FE K A ] S
2.2 Anchor-Free B #7:#M & %

Anchor-Based H #5 # W 8 75 o1 T A= B A
HE 3o 22 5 BOK T 2ok 2 52 4, RT I 77 A 1) K i 2
B 25 5% K 2% B PR BE L T Anchor-Free H 5
ARG W B 3 o R O AR R A R Rk D T
S H B
2. 2.1 CornerNet

CornerNet ™ & & #2& i Anchor-Free B 48 , 41
K W H bR By 2 FEE 5 A Sk K 22 B A R A T A
B — % G B A, T R 18 T AE AR R SE IR AE ek 2D
T4 R SR, SRR ] 8 TR o

FE COCO % 4% % I CornerNet i) AP {H Ky
42.1% . T CornerNet H 3¢ i i1 2% Fl g 45, Bt

K8 CornerNet % 2% 45 #4)

Fig. 8 CornerNet structure

Z B WG B, % 5 77 4 i IE 4] (False Posi-
tives, FP) , M 4% 75 2R 2 J5 4 3 (40 NMS) >k 15
B FHIN 25 5, R 1 B30 A )
2. 2.2 CenterNet

Zhou 5 7F CornerNet & iy b JF 17 oo F 2
T CenterNet H B A% I 25, 2249 40 ¥ 9 fii/s , 1
£z 1L 7 N T 77 N R < R
BPE  ERG AN T AR A NMS J5 A2, B
A vy B i AT GAr YRR A 2 BOE R B An-
chor-Free, W4h, CenterNet H.A R 1438 FH M,
A LATE — UCHT ) 1% 8 b Al 3T — 2 90 4 40 1 ) 1k
J& Pk Cln e #e 3D Jr e (R BEE) L AT T 3D H AR
RIS

TE 142 Wi/ ®b iy &b 3 3 B2 T CenterNet 1
COCO %t 4% 4 M AP {4 4 28.1% . {H &
CenterNet X 7 [a] — 28 il 55 %5 A0 48 19 H 5 46 1
RORB 2 Ny E BLER L EREE,
CenterNet H g & W — 4> vt 1, 3& W H 5
i K

9  CenterNet [ 45 2Ly
Fig.9 CenterNet structure

2.2.3 FASF

Zhu Z5 42 1 19 FSAF (Feature Selective An-

chor-Free Module ) B Bt 45 7 28 45 AF 35 25 FH TV
YRR 4 3 TR R TC R 4 3, o B AR A Bl o i B
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I AREAE A P 10 B o B FSAF
BT DL 5 T 09 20 SO A a0 45 2R UL

PNHEMAE R RS . 5] A FSAF B 5 % 5 {455 70
TECOCOBIEAE LAY AP I 44.6% .

K10 FSAF ik
Fig. 10 FSAF modules

2.2.4 FCOS

Tian 5§ #2 1} i FCOS (Fully Convolutional
One-Stage Object Detector) ™' DL % % £ il il (1)
75 AT H AR R, 58 42kt O 1 5 R HE AH G Ay
THE R 250, D5 S5 A a1 11 B s ol )

A FPN H A A 0 2 40 A [8) (09 H AR HE |, fif e H
bR B S AE B & B B0 0 U K () A5 Rl 5T
Center-ness 2 , & J& # K & 45 19 % & 4E
FCOS # Wl % 76 COCO % ¥ % 1y AP {8 K
44.7%

FI11 FCOSZEH
Fig. 11 FCOS architecture

A T O B A0 T YR T BR T AR A E
TP AR I AR AR 0 2% O G AR
o B bR RO R R 69 05 HE, RO AR i 1 A )
JE o H SR 0 O B RTINS OR R, SR
HER 72 o 5 B0 G A E (O AS U

2.3 EiERMRERE

R R TR E IR B bR ARk A
VOC,COCO % A SR MG B 48 LS T 307
ORI O S = S S o [ B S Ol T3
FI7N o



2302 pj e

31 %

®1 ZBREFHRNBRTLE

Tab.1 Comparison of classical algorithm detection re-

sults
KAk VOC2007 VOC2012  COCO
Bk (mAP/%) (mAP/%) (AP/%)
R-CNN 58.5 53.3 —
SPPNet 59. 2 — —
Fast R-CNN 66.9 65.7 19.7
Faster R-CNN 69.9 67.0 21.9
YOLO 63. 4 57.9 —
SSD 74.3 72.4 28.8
YOLOv2 78.6 73.4 21.6
YOLOvV3 — — 28.2
YOLOv4 — — 43.5
YOLOV5 — — 55
CornerNet — — 42.1
CenterNet — — 28.1
FASF — — 44.6
FCOS — — 44.7

3 LA B AR ] H R ILIK

iR R RE R T Rl K (SSEER A oAl E TR o)
FME, — HZ AR AN 2 0E, & iR
K B % 4 Faster RCNN L, YOLO 245 Hii K iy
RFAE 45 HCRE T 32 W AR A% 2 O 1k kg ) Uk
PRSI B ARSI rp ==y T R R 5 A AR
EMGAFAE B R R 22 5, 20 i 5 AR KGN 50 3k B4
AR S ) A A A DR ARG T A A ) A, T
X ST
3.1 S REMAMBRKEN

BEF CNN 19 B br k6 3575 76 3 28 NS S s
B LR TR A ARG DU IR T SR S A
52 A A B AR B AR fb R, 2 H AR K I
VR AT AR AN B AT 285 Hb B2 BOM R R AF o E aiy A B
¢ 3 R FH U R R AE A 0 W 48 A5 K T
B ML AE J7 26 B AR R AE SEAT 3G 9, 3F B
Z2 OB MR E B R RS B o R DLk Bl 12
iR

Bl 12 W TR 2 OB A D5 ik

Fig. 12 Common multi-scale detection methods
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(1) A3 4ol 1 5

Al-Saad %5774 W TN B 5 O V5 LK /N D
A5 ik A Faster R-CNN, 78 $#2 U ROTZ A7 , K Ji7
Uy VR AR 3 Ml 1oy AWML 43 B, 76 0803 A7 )1 5
D, B2 v 7 R ORG BE o 3k A O kR B 5 AT L B
NG EER T AN o

(2) FF A7 HRAE

IEATRE W] DA m B AL 2 RUBE 2= 2 g ),
3 ) [] — i A 22 A A A% R Bk
RMERRAR LI ™R T —Fr 2k
€ 3% JZ (Hierarchical Selective Filtering, HSF) X
Faster R-CNN#E47 T 2tk , HSF i K/hA 1 X
1,3X3,5X5 1 = A 347 8 BUZ 4 A, i 3 )2 I
A 1 24 B B8R AR B 22 RO AR R AT, A RCRS
AN TR RSE A3 R R I AR AR . Liu 7R H 1<
1,3X3,5X 57X 7 1y 4 FUZ Al a3 4548, OF
TERA G T3 BB ANk 1,3,5, 7 I ik
B R 1 I S HY | S5 S A Ak 25 6 U A S B Y
ey 1 R0 e A\ i 11 A R R A RS 22 R A
H 5 B4R 1E

(3) B AR IR

DenseNet ™ 2% )2 0] % 42 & 2 00 ik, )2
HRHE A2 Z 1T B AT 2 W RRAE B4R S A Ah A I
e H AN 7] )23 0 FRAE S AT PF 422 AR EE IR R RRAEAR
SR oS B SR HE T RRAE E T, AT DL AR R e R A
%2 R B AR R M RE o Jiao %7 T —Fh
H T Faster-RCNN HE 28 1) %5 48 % 4 2 U ph &
PR 285, 2 X 245 0 — A RRAIE 1] 55 %% AN 1 3 T O
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1) A R AE B, O DA 42 08 R AE BT AR R L
T 2 RE 2506 L7 F ik (Synthetic Ap-
erture Radar, SAR) Y Il 5 A& I 1) f58 . Tian 45
Wt T —F o SRR B UL B AN TR] 4y B
A2 7 B A5 B R R )2 o A5 L 2 8 R I 7
2% b % H SR B TR B i A 28 MG ) R 2%
YOLO Fil Mask-RCNN |, B3 9 25 76 7] ULl &
A SAR EMG G4 L r R DDORS BE 3 A 4 s o
3.1.2 HiEZHzas

FRAE R 02 42 w2 RUOBE B A & I 1 RE 19 O3
— W IE . ROk TER M b R R R
e & Bin 2 W45 MILME R, XA R T H
PR A o GORRAE AL T 2 18 SUfE S A R
TR0 2. AR IR Al A Tk AT DR
W 28 1) AR B 7, DT B2 e A5 A A 22 R H A
G B o

FPN" [ 10 [] 8 5 )2 38 08 A5 B0 R AE
%3 N ok AR 0 8 L E B A L% . PANet™
TE FPN WAL Easm 17— A ] by 453
PR 2 0 5 8 A BURFE AR 28 1 2% Al I R 1R
WU T X AF B . B IE N A E R AE Al A
(Adaptive Spatial Feature Fusion, ASFF )} & /2
7 B ARk I H A 327 20 & A R R G R
1, i e 7 PANetFRAEfl & I /N H AR TE & )2 R Ak
2 ERCY RS SR B AR R R 2 S AR SR
(4 1) B, 23 3 23 J) 4 A 4k 4 5 38 (Atrous
Spatial Pyramid Pooling, ASPP) %} iy A DL A [F] 2R
FE 20 25 0 45 BRI AT RFE 25 R AT HE S, 15
AT 1< 1 A BUKE 38 T8 AR 2 U A L LA 2 A
Fb A4 B2 R 09 R SR R

TR IE il AR BBl 0 T SR G T ) 2%
Hp 0L ek A S TR 2 R B SRR AE TR AR UE A B B
HERAME R R B R B T 2 018 U R s 2 RE
H bR BRI A5 . Tian 25| A FPN il ASPP
6 BB AT R AR RlA L AR A5 B8 ORI [ ) TR
W SCAE B 3 s 0 AN ) RUBE B A 7 AE 1Y 4 B
J1 o Zhang ST M B FPN R A SAR AL
R P 4, AR T R A PRI AR . Qing SR
FH B A FPN A PANet %t 32 T 9 2% i H 14 R AiF
HEAT R, i A A R AE B B
3. 1.3 EZE I

S T ORAGER B RRAE , 1 AL R A

Ea e T LR e S5 = W b N B T RN S
49 PR o AL R, A% JELARL IR O T G HEAF S T 22 i e
KA B0/ B B) AR R AR A 4 . T
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Fig. 13 Five-parameter representation of rotating bound-
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Fig. 16 Common methods for improving effectiveness of

small target detection
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4.2 EMrigtR 4.2.1 10U

LR EE R 7 R NN RS S (=R T SN

(Intersection Over Union, 10U) ¥ & P (Preci-
sion) . A % R (Recall) Y55 & AP A1 34 {6
i/‘g)i% > mAPo

10U J& P A~ R 22 6 T A5 9 A4 408 OF 4k
TR Z L, A AL 20 B o AR sE A S R R T AE
B2 F bp ELHE ] -
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Fig. 20 Schematic diagram of IOU

4.2.2 WMEARZEE
P 3R B 15 18 3 3 1 16 FE AR B & i A
S IE AR AT H B, R F8 15000 AF g O a0 1R 8 2 1
TEFEA KN A I AR AR 1 H ), B
TP

P=———, 3
TP + FP (3)
R*—jz—f (4)
TP+ FN’

Hrpr: TP(True Positives) &7 $Ull 2 1F |, 58 bR iy
1E ; FP (False Positives) & 7~ #il il o4 1E , 52 b5 Ky
1 ;FN(False Negatives) Z& il k£, S2Fr ML
4.2.3 FHHE

PR M2 IAE FE P o A bR H IR R Oy
B AL AR 22l A T 2, ] 21 i s o AR (R G R
1o, A LR R Pk B B A, PRINER TN Y
T AR R

# PRMZ N iy ABUE L AP

AP:j}wRMR. (5)

AP H(E B, 158 WAL Y ) o 225 o 3
4.2. 4 LT HHE mAP

mAP $5 B AN 5 2850 H b R IR B2 A 2
B ERI 226 B b, 54— 201 AP,
SR G PR B Y (E, mAP & R 2 i B bR

K21 PRl
Fig.21 PR curves

YIRS — oA R, IR AT,
mAP = , (6)
Horpom TR By & v HAR 2% H .

5 B E A KR A

He TR 2 2T 1 H RS A I A DUH R B
TR SRR T R R 0 O R AR I 3 U
5L AGE I v O B T — i Y RRCR o (HR RS
P 1 T P AT SR A7 A 3 PR, B AR B

(1) (i 73 9 25 288 S P A5 v A A A T b v DL
F14 ) BN 22 A7 A2 KR = %5 M 554 O, Xt 2 vl
WOE T REARME A G HEERPATD%E
VLB 24 15 L, il LEAT L m o Ab Bl 2
BG83 P 0 i A 0y [ b if, w7 LA
B AN R 2 B AL B g B RS BRI = % T
M 5E B H AR K AT: 55, an AT SAR, LL Kn] WL
Ot B B EAT AR DN BT 2 TR R
A I LAY F ARG TN B A T I (Y B AT S, HRTE
A SAR 52Ot/ 2GR 2O MZ/ &
JEk RS 2 OEE /R OEE S OE R K E R
Rl B BIF S 5 2 U PR il 5 2825 D 7 T 1 (i)
R s — g2 T B e A ] AR B B 22 S oK 19 5
Wi, 4 SAR FR5 22 61 /4 @ B R Fl 5 Y 1
PGS R L R B TR A O [ R R A
HAE R I AR R LR & 1E )= DR R 4 il X
R LR 0 07 1) R

(2) 18 J& R — e ROT B, B i 7 vk
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K2R EME 3 P 77 2 R R A, — kv
W7 2 R AR A 5 SRS AR SRR A, IE AR B i
LA /N T AR AR IR B b & i AR 2R
EA F P, 52 0 K I 85 P BE L 1F £ AR A A P A7 114 1)
AT E— D MY . R A AR R H AR I
XE 73 FE A 42 4t (Hard Example Mining, HEM ) f&
fiff R TE B A AR AN S A7 ] A G HERE R . HEML 48
1553 %5 i 1 FP 24 A ROE 7 FE 4% (Hard Negative,
HN) , I 4242 88 A9 HN %A R 28 fRl 25— Ok
& R DU % A0 5 FP OBy g J7 . DA 4 s A 0 A
JEN HEM G A TR 32 J% A5 A A 0 EL AT i
L =9

(3) R B 2 ) H AR A ) 455 Y A I 2R 75 28 K B
FEAS, 5 AR KRS BIE 5 T 07 A FE A 1 Bods 46
AREE B8 I8 A H AR 1 e B B0ds 4R A /b, /b i
P FEAR YA AR LS 5 th Lt 5 . — 7w, Al R
FHIE RSN ZR i 05 v 8 Se 78 R AR A A 4R 1 X A
R FEAT IO Zx , 15 320 1) B8 AR N R B A
WA 5 53 —J7 T, T LA $s 4R R AT 9 5, AR AR
A HR T 7 S HE B A R B N g RS TR) AR 58 A
B A 2] AT LA S D bR T AR, IR
P T 1 A 28 ok b T AR b 2 A AL H AR R
GO AR R T b A e 2 A A S E LAXE E
PRIEAT A o XS I IR B, Yang %558 i 43 B
KEBEOEGEEZRIMAHEAEN, &t 7 —F
55 W B LAY H bR K I 5 Piston-Net, Ho A& IR &
KB T WE AR ] B AR BRI & 5 K SR Pis-
ton-Net H BEH I 528 H A5 , anfaf 4 Jre 21 K60 £
K HR S S B9 Tr W .

(4) iR T3 B2 2 ) 1 A B FR A ok 22
S G D PTG b 2 A A AE A AR O 45 Hh AL
S 8 A B s A AN 4 A, AN HUE
FUOR AP %) 57 ", 3 SR VR TR HE R S G BA Y I5C
2 LTI 1 B0 H A5 % R BOHE A b i A H
i HEAT AN AR TE . FGSC-23 2 BLAT 1Y 6 %
i S A B Bk A 00 B s 4R H R AR AR
Hom Th AR D AT R TORS A0 ) I A
g .

(5) BUOR B T IR 2 2% 21 19 B A A6 I #8240 B
A AR R ARG B (HE S 8BRS bR L
I 5 2 1) S N P A Y0 0 R A i A Y O
ARG ER R, A WA PR R 46

B AR5 T 52 b A I 4% AT A s O A T A
BE G E AT LU R BE LR H2 K2 T A
LY A7 T, R ok AT DL R T BE Y 5L Y ik R
W, a0 b 28 B8 44 48 & (Neural Architecture
Search, NAS) A LA ] 45 7 114 fi 3%E #if 28 [0 2% 45 44
B A b g R CRE SR w8 R B PR I 4 A
A Ja W9 AT LA N I NAS [ gl 18 2 5 A8 /9 9
2R

(6) JE % 371 S HE R 6% A1 4 b U 45 A0 A, X6 ©
B AT SO 20 09 5 AL, (B 5 7K P 30 FEAE A T
HOKG B2 25 R 00 A4 2R A 5% 8 ) REUTIT R AEG . 24T
H AR G B A R i o X 1 A5 1 ) Y i ok
12— J7 T K T B 340 S AE A5 SA v 0T A A, O R
BT 10U /Y 48 2% AU RHIE TOU i 2% o fif 46 31
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